SPEECH IN THE HOUSE OF COMMONS
away simply for the sake of theory and nothing
else.
I can only explain it on this theory. It has
not been done as a matter of business, but in
consequence of what I can only describe as a
perverted religious dogma. The time was when,
in this country, and you may say throughout the
world, religious uniformity was enforced by the
most terrible sanctions, and in the sixteenth
century in this country all who did not conform
were liable either to combustion or vivisection
according to the Government that was in power.
If a heresy appeared harmless in its fruits, that
was no reason whatever why it should be spared
because the more harmless it appeared, the
greater mischief might be thought to be latent
within it. Those times have changed, but the
spirit has not changed, and it found new embodi-
ments in the nineteenth century. In the nine-
teenth century many men got somewhat inde-
finite about their religious dogma, but, as dogma
is a necessity to most men, they embraced the
new creed of economic dogma instead. Per-
sonally, my religion supplies me with dogma
enough not to have to run to economists for
more. But that was not so with many men in
the nineteenth century, and is not so now, and
they embrace the new faith with keenness and
fanaticism* All the characteristics of their pre-
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